The original paper deals with risk of coincident flood arrivals at a confluence of two large rivers. The case is studied by use of annual maximal discharge series. There, of the 61 years on record, a rough coincidence (difference between arrival dates ≤ 5 days) occurs in 9 years only. As a result, the computed statistics hardly represent the physical situation. A better representation would use discharges on exactly coinciding days or on something like coinciding 5-day running sums of daily discharges.
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The considered series may be of annual maximum sum of the two daily discharges or of the two 5-day sums. A further improvement can be obtained by selecting a peak-over-threshold series.
Another statistical question concerns the consideration of historical floods. There, it is not clear if the number of years, substituted in the equations, is that of the regular observations plus those of the few historical records or the total time elapsing from the first historical observation until the end of the regular ones. Either option might be misleading. Information on the discharges in the missing years between historical and regular records may help reduce the uncertainty. For example, if it can be deduced that those discharges did not exceed a certain value, a dependable prediction can be prepared for discharges exceeding that threshold by use of the second option provided.
